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Hundreds of migrants arriving in 
Norway had mobile phones 
containing images of executions, 
severed heads and dead children 


Bristol students outraged at 
'homeless' fancy dress theme as it's 
"making a mockery of serious issue" 


Owen Jones will not be able to vote 
in the EU Referendum, along with all 
other 16 and 17 year olds 


Peer seeks ban on hot food on 
London Underground 


There are now EIGHTY-FIVE Islamic 
courts dispensing 'justice' across the 
UK. 


Authorities now admit that 
ISIS may have a passport printing 
machine and are printing fake 
passports exploiting the refugee crisis, 
flooding Europe with terrorists. In 
other news, shit stinks, the sky is 
blue and water is wet... 4 


Hackers trace ISIS Twitter accounts 
back to internet addresses owned by 
Department of Work and Pensions 


MSNBC's Melissa Harris Perry: Star 
Wars is Racist Because Darth Vader 
Is a ‘Black Guy’ 


'Mass farting' protesters silence gun 
activists with barrage of flatulence 


Hooded Isis-supporter shouting it is 
for Daesh' stabs nursery school 
teacher in throat 


Extremists allowed to leave UK to 
ease home terror threat 
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Free Speech and a Free Society. 
Les Chaines de Schengen 


France, like the UK and various other European 
nations, has a massive colonial and imperial past. 
A history of plundering other nations or, if you will, 
the use of organised violence to subdue other 
peoples in order to either subject them to your 
philosophy or religion or, in the case of Europe, 
simply exploit whateverresources you canlay your 
handson-ironically much like the great Caliphates 
of the Islamic empires (632 — 1924 for the history 
nerds amongst you). France, unlike most other 
European empire builders, chose to conquer the 
places most others wouldn't bother with — Arabia 
and North Africa. Quite what the plans for trillions 
of tonnes of sand and the odd date plantation were, 
perhaps we'll never know, but the result is that 
France now has an Islamic population of 7.5%, 
the highest in Europe —rangingfrom Sub Saharans 
to Syrians and Lebanese, all desperate to grab 
the bounties that a high tax/high welfare super 
state has to offer. 


Coupled with the failed state of Belgium as 
Europe's own version of Beirut as a breeding 
ground and safe house for gun toting Jihadis, and 
the wide open and welcoming borders of the ex 
Ottoman Balkans, it comes as no great surprise 
that an opportunity to hit the civilian population of 
the “evil” West has not been declined by the so 
inclined bearded Islamoloons of the Desert. 


There is so much to be written, so much has been 
written and so much will be written but the bottom 
line is that the liberal and fun loving North of Europe 
arrogantly assumed that because they can enjoy 
mixed saunas and vodka and high taxes and high 
welfare, the whole world would want the same 
without exploiting it in any way. 


Merkel's open Facebook party invite — just turn 
up, bring your family later — still stands today. And 


by remarkable coincidence, so do the queues of 
gimmigrants piling up at the Balkan borders for a 
taste of the sweet life at someone else's expense. 
Whilst the bewildered border guards do all they 
can to facilitate their passage North (at great 
personal reward, I'm sure), the actual public of 
Northern Europe are standing open mouthed at 
the sheer scale of the swarm arriving. Just today, 
Sweden's finance Minister has declared publicly 
that perhaps offering free housing, jobs, health, 
education and pensions to entire families from fly 
blown hellholes who have no intention of adapting 
to the 21st century may have been — and | quote 
in bold - *naive". 


You can say that again. Apart from the sheer 
financial and logistical nightmares the taxpayers 
of Europe will now face, we have to deal with 
millions of people who are ideologically opposed 
to just about everything European culture stands 
for. Freedom, Liberty and the Individual. Many will 
find out just how liberal we are by indulging in the 
delights we afford ourselves and if we are lucky, 
they won't attempt to cleanse themselves of their 
guilty consciences by machine gunning the 
contents of a nightclub or the London 
Underground - some won't and the keepers of our 
gates, who flung them open so recklessly will wring 
their hands and spout drivel about how “vulnerable” 
they are to radicalisation due to poverty or the 
failure of not enough socialist policies to ensure 
proper diversity. 


Go outside and look at the ghettos of Europe — 
Molenbeek, Bradford, Tower Hamlets, Marseilles. 
These weren't created by politicians any more than 
the lower East side of Manhattan was. It's what 
migrants do — they congregate together in order 
to maintain their cultures and identities in the lands 
of others. | can show you British ex-pat ghettos all 
over the globe where cricket is played, 


gin is sunk and wives swapped without so much 
as a glance at the locals or their laws and we 
should expect no different from those attracted 
to our over generous benefits systems. Whereas 
the past waves of immigration relied on hard work 
and a strong family to succeed, the latest do not 
seekanything otherthan whatourover developed 
welfare systems will provide them with — for free. 


Do | have a solution? Mais, oui. Firstly, we need 
to denounce the festering Fabians of European 
Socialism who having watched the Berlin Wall 
collapse decided that perhaps a glorious unified 
Soviet style European Union could be built in it's 
place — perhaps without the forced labour camps 
this time — but an Empire of Peoples all united by 
their addiction to bureaucracy and subsidies and 
the piss warm comfort blanket of a Glorious 
Commission to protect them. We need to sow the 


seeds of independence from unelected lawmakers 
and technocrats who insist that a solution for 
Finland will apply equally as well in Lisbon or 
Athens. We need to insist that we are not "all the 
same" and we need to promote the ethos that the 
individual, not some self perpetuating vile 
collective, is the way to freedom. 


We need to instruct our politicians that our hard 
earned wages should remain ours, not be allocated 
like some bountiful harvest to the vanity projects 
of those who will demand statues of themselves in 
their own lifetimes. Decentralise power back to 
regions and communities who can decide FOR 
THEMSELVES whatis bestfortheir peoples. Some 
will thrive, others will fail - exactly how nature and 
evolution intended. 


Oh, and until we do, shut that fucking door. You're 
letting in far, far more than just a draught. 


Hl Dee 
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7 Quite frankly S 
/ anyone not voting in Y ۱ 
support of our proposal to | 
bomb the shit out of Syria | 
is clearly a terrorist 
sympathiser 
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I’m sure my 
colleagues on the 


my friends at Hamas and 
Hezbollah will join with me 
in demanding that the 
Prime Minister now 
apologises for accusing 
us of being terrorist 
sympathisers? 


The Real Lesson of the Paris Attacks 


Associate Director of the Henry Jackson Society, author and media commentator 
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What if the terrorists had been targeting "just 
Americans," or "just diplomats" -- would that be 
"understandable terrorism" in John Kerry's 
thinking? 


"If we should stop drawing cartoons, should we 
also stop having synagogues? Should they be 
converted into something else? Should we ask 
the Jewish people to leave?" — Organizer of a 
targeted fee speech event, in response to the 
question if they had brought the attack on 
themselves. 


Much of the world may only have been just 
bragging or emoting in saying, "Je Suis Charlie" 
or "Je Suis Juif" in January. But it turns out not 
to matter: the terrorists of ISIS think we are all 
cartoonists and Jews anyway. 


Since we cannot live with ISIS and similar groups, 
we had better do whatever it takes to speed up 
an end of our choosing before they speed up an 
end of their choosing. 


When the truth is revealed, it can be not merely 
unpleasant but often accidental. There have been 
several striking examples of this since the 
massacre in Paris earlier this month. In the days 
immediately after the attack, The Times of London 
interviewed residents of Paris. Referring to the 
latest attacks, one 46-year old resident also 
referred back to the attacks in January on the 
offices of Charlie Hebdo and a Jewish 
supermarket. "Every Parisian has been touched 
by these attacks," she said, referring to the latest 
attacks. "Before it was just the Jews, the writers 
or cartoonists." 


If"justthe Jews" wasanunfortunate way of putting 
it, it was no less unfortunate than the reaction of 
America's top diplomat. Days afterthe latest Paris 
atrocity, U.S. Secretary of State John Kerry said: 


"There's something different about what 
happened from Charlie Hebdo, and / think 
everybody would feel that. There was a sort of 
particularized focus and perhaps even a 
legitimacy in terms of -- not a legitimacy, but a 


rationale that you could attach yourself to 
somehow and say, okay, they're really angry 
because of this and that. This Friday was 
absolutely indiscriminate." 


Jo the extent these comments have been noticed, 
they have been ridiculed. It is what lies revealed 
beneath the statement that deserves our 
attention. 


The true problem with the line that it used to be " 
just the Jews, the writers or cartoonists," is not 
that it is offensive or inelegant or any of the other 
words that are now sed to shutdowna discussion 
-- though all these things it may be. The problem 
is that it suggests that people were not paying 
attention during those earlier attacks. It suggests 
a belief that the terrorism in January was a 
different order of terrorism -- call it " 
understandable terrorism" -- rather than part of 
a continuum of terrorism that now reached its 
logical endpoint, as "impossible-to-understand 
terrorism" -- because "Jews, writers orcartoonists 
" were missing. 


What if the terrorists had been targeting "just 
Americans," or "just diplomats" -- would that be " 
understandable terrorism" in Kerry's thinking? 
That it used to be "Jews, writers or cartoonists 
"is precisely whatmadethe attacks on everybody 
else inevitable. The only surprise should be our 
own surprise. 


After the January attacks in Paris, there were 
large marches through the center of Paris, and 
the phrase, "Je Suis Charlie," for a moment, 
seemed to be the hashtag or profile picture of 
everybody on social media. But, of course, almost 
nobody was Charlie, because apart from a lot of 
people dwelling on Twitter and Facebook under 
various virtual noms de guerre, very few people 
were keentorepublish any cartoon of Mohammed 
or make new Mohammed cartoons of their own. 
Sadly, a few months after the attacks, the 
remaining staff members at Charlie Hebdo 
announced that they were not going to draw 
Mohammed any more. Noone could blame them: 
as well as losing most of their colleagues, it must 
have been exhausting to be among the only 
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"Understandable terrorism" vs. "impossible-to-understand terrorism"? Stéphane Charbonnier (left), editor and publisher of Charlie 
Hebdo, was murdered in Paris on Jan. 7 along with many of his colleagues, in a terrorist attack that John Kerry said had "a 
legitimacy... a rationale that you could attach yourself to somehow and say, okay, they're really angry because of this and that." 
Kerry contrasted that with the Nov. 13 terrorist attacks in Paris (right), which he claimed were "absolutely indiscriminate." 


only people still exercising a right that everyone 
else was just pretending to defend on Twitter. 
Despite all the "Je Suis Charlie" signs, it turned 
out very few people were Charlie. In the end, even 
Charlie was not Charlie. 


The "Je Suis Juif" signs were never likely to catch 
on as much as the "Je Suis Charlie" signs, nor be 
followed up on even as much as they were. Did 
everyone on the streets of Paris take to wearing a 
skullcap or Star of David? No -- no more than they 
would have walked through any of the streets with 
reproductions ofthe cartoonist Kurt Westergaard's 
image of Mohammed with a bomb in his turban. A 
lot of people said they were "Jews," but they were 
not willing to put themselves in the same line of 
fire as Jews -- just as alot of people said they were 
"Charlie," while not actually being interested in 
landing on the same Islamist hit-lists as Charlie. 


The latest attacks in Paris were, indeed, targeted 
at absolutely everybody. In that, there should be 
a lesson of a kind. The lesson should remind us 
that in a free society, no one can wholly dodge the 
bullets of these particular fanatics. In the conflict 
thatfaces us now, there is no opt-out if you happen 
to be "lucky" enough not to be Jewish. There is no 
opt-out if you happen to think that people should 
notdraw or publish opinions that are anything other 
than 100% agreeable to 100% of the people, 100% 
of the time. Because one day, you will be targeted 
for being at a restaurant or a concert, or for having 
the "decadent" temerity to attend a football match. 
That this has not yet sunk in to the public 
imagination is one thing. That it has still not 
permeated the understanding of the heads of the 
world's only superpower is quite another. 


A month after January's terror attacks in Paris, 
there was a less-remembered terrorist attack on 
a free speech event in the U.S., and then on a 
synagogue in Copenhagen. | asked one of the 
organizers ofthe targeted free speech event what 
she would say to the people who claimed, "You 
know you might have brought this upon 
yourselves. You don't have to keep publishing 
cartoons or defending other peoples' right to 
publish cartoons, and you know how much the 
Islamists hate it." Her reply was characteristically 
succinct: "If we should stop drawing cartoons, 
should we also stop having synagogues? Should 
they be converted into something else? Should 
we ask the Jewish people to leave?" 


The problem was that too few people listened to 
such voices, or too few people fully understood 
the import of what those voices were saying. They 
were saying what the dead journalists and 
cartoonists of Charlie Hebdo had also been 
saying: If you give up this right, next, you will lose 
every other right. Much ofthe world may only have 
been just bragging or emoting in saying, "Je Suis 
Charlie" or "Je Suis Juif." But it turns out not to 
matter: the terrorists of ISIS think we are all 
cartoonists and Jews anyway. 


So here we are, at the end of what should be one 
of the world's sharpest and most painful learning 
curves in recent history. At the end of this curve, we 
ought finally to be living with the realization we might 
have acquired earlier: that since we cannot live with 
ISIS and other ISIS-like groups, we had better live 
without them. We had therefore better do whatever 
it takes to speed up an end of our choosing before 
they speed up an end of their choosing. 


So the "Chancellor of the Free World", Angela Merkel, is Time 
Magazine ‘Person of the Year’. Heec er open Facebook 


invitation to Jihadists, or ‘refugees’ as the controlled media 
are reporting, we doubt very much this accolade will stand the 
test of time. Thanks Ang, you prize melt. 
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Say hello to your friendly neighbourhood Muslim, Craig Wallace. He 
demonstrated outside Parliament against bombing Syria, because he was 
dead against any type of bombing and deserved a nice big hug. 


Shortly afterthe vote Viel ES beliefs, he changed them and threatened 
to bomb the house of an that voted in favour of air strikes. According to 
the controlled media, he seems to have developed, overnight, a long standing 
mental illness that seems very common in those that conduct themselves in 
a manner that prompts the usual "Nothing to Do With Islam" or "You Ain't No 
Muslim Bruv” defence. 


/ALLING OUT ISLAM 
TERRORISM TRUTHERS. 


Each and every act of Muslim terrorism is 
followed by a wave of denial. The politicians 
who have done the most to cause the latest 
disaster are the eagerest to blame it on 
something, anything else. 


The San Bernardino Muslim massacre was 
blamed on postpartum depression at CNN. Bill 
Nye blamed the latest Paris attacks on Global 
Warming. According to Hillary Clinton, Benghazi 
was a movie review with artillery. Islamic 
terrorism was blamed by the State Department 
on a lack of jobs, but Syed Farook had a good 
government job and his wife was the daughter 
of a wealthy family. 


After rummaging through their big brass chest 
of excuses, Obama and his media allies have 
settled on gun control as their latest weapon of 
mass distraction. 


California has the toughest gun laws in the 
nation. Unlike Ted Kennedy, the terrorists 
weren't on the no-fly list that has become the 
latest desperate meme of mass distraction. And, 
despite Obama's claim in Paris that mass 
shootings don't happen in other countries 
because of gun control magic, they most 
certainly do. European gun control didn't stop 
a Muslim mass shooting in Paris that killed 130 
people. 


Syed Farook and Tasheen Malik had built pipe 
bombs. The latest attack in the UK involved a 
knife. So did quite afewin Jerusalem. The Boston 
Marathon massacre used fireworks and a 
pressure cooker. 


The Muslim mass murder of 3,000 people on 
9/11 was carried out with box cutters. If only we 
had some way to ban terrorists from buying 
pressure cookers, knives and box cutters. 


Gun control is a distraction. A way to make 
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something other than Islam into the problem 
that needs solving. If we banned guns, then the 
problem would be foreign policy. If we spent all 
our time working to aid Islamist political 
takeovers, then it would the weather. Obama 
has tried to aid Islamists and lower sea levels, 
So he has beenreducedto blaming the inanimate 
objects of the latest terror attack. 


Gun control, foreign policy and global warming 
are denialist gimmicks that reframe the problem. 


Denialists will ignore the allegiances of terrorists 
like Nidal Hassan and Syed Farook to Jihadists 
to focus on individual pathologies. Ifthat doesn't 
work, they'll pull back to a planetary focus and 
blame the weather patterns ofthe entire planet. 
They'll zoom in with great detail on weapons 
purchases while ignoring the ideology that 
motivated the attacks. They'll have a hundred 
different explanations for each attack that fail 
to account for the phenomenon of Islamic 
terrorism as a whole. 


These aren't reasonable arguments. Taken 
together they form a pattern of conspiracy 
theories. 


The most basic aspect of the conspiracy theory 
is that it bypasses the obvious reasonable 
explanation and vanishes down a rabbit hole of 
complicated alternative explanations that make 
по real sense but allow the conspiracists to avoid 
dealing with the implications of the actual event 
that took place. 


Leftists did not want to deal with the fact that 
JFK had been murdered by one of their own. So 
theyinventeda bunch of alternative conspiracies 
involving the CIA, Cubans and other “right-wing” 
villains. These conspiracies allowed them to 
avoid dealing with the violence at the heart of 
the left. But that violence 


continued to spill over anyway leading to riots and 
terror plots. In their alternate reality, none of it 
was their fault. The "Fall of Camelot" was caused 
by some "miasma of right-wing hatred" in Dallas. 


Their response to 9/11 flirted with conspiracy 
theories. 


A poll found that more than half of Democrats 
believed that George W. Bush had carried out 
the 9/11 attacks or knew about them 
beforehand. 1 in 4 Democrats believed that the 
World Trade Center attack was staged. 1 in 5 
believed that the Pentagon attack was carried 
out by the United States government. 


Democratic politicians, with some exceptions, 
usually knew better than to openly air blatant 
9/11 conspiracy theories. But they instead 
embraced a "soft" left-wing Trutherism that 
shifted the focus away from Islamic terrorism 
to alternative explanations that were meant to 
distract Americans from what really happened 
byfindingsidewaysanglesforblamingtheattack 
on Bush and Republicans. 


Bush may not have masterminded it, but 
Republican foreign policy caused it. Or 
worsened it. 


It's 2015 and the Terrorism Truthers have been 
reduced to frantically scrambling for any 
explanation from postpartum depression to the 
weather to explain the persistence of Islamic 
terrorism. 


Trutherism works best when the Truthers aren't 
in power. Muslim terrorism can't be blamed on 
the government when both France and America 
are run by ridiculously notorious leftists. А! 
that's left is a "soft" Trutherism that seeks 
alternative explanations without being able to 
consistently answer the central question of why 
these attacks are taking place. 


And this lack of a plausible central conspirator 
is the weak point of leftist Terrorism Denial. 


Leftist Truthers like Obama are forced to 
constantly substitute new "right-wing" villains. 
Today it's the NRA. Yesterday it was a Coptic 
Christian who made a YouTube video. But like 
the USSR's efforts to blame its economic failures 
on a shifting gallery of villains, these 


explanations are unsatisfying. And they leave 
even leftists, never mind ordinary Americans, 
uneasy about a crisis they don't understand. 


There is something of Orwell's "We have always 
been at war with Eastasia" to these deceits. 


Today Muslim terrorists are attacking us because 
of the NRA. Yesterday it was because it was too 
hot. Before that, it was because of Israel. And 
before that, it was because of Bush. 


But what if Muslim terrorists are attacking us 
because they're Muslim terrorists? 


What if we can't beat them by banning guns, 
changing the weather, supporting Islamists or 
anyoftheothermagicalanswersthatcompletely 
fall apart at even the most casual examination? 


The left’s response to Islamic terrorism has been 
built around a frantic effort to distract and divert 
us from exactly that question, blaming anything 
and everything but Islam, while sharply 


denouncing anyone who ignores the 
distractions and addresses that central 
question. 


Attorney General Lynch responded to the San 
Bernardino terror attack by assuring Islamists 
that she intended to crack down on criticism of 
Islam. Criticism of Islam is dangerous, not 
because it leads to a mythical anti-Muslim 
backlash that we are constantly warned about 
as if it were more dangerous than Muslim 
terrorism itself yet never actually materializes, 
but because it destroys Terrorist Trutherism. 


If Islamic terrorism is the problem, then the left 
and the Democrats who handed over their party 
to it are guilty of ignoring, minimizing and lying 
about a Serious problem. 


They have to go on lying, ignoring and 
minimizing, and even threatening to dump the 
First Amendment along with the Second, 
because they have long since become complicit 
in the crimes of their Islamist partner 
organizations. 


Yesterday they blamed the weather. Today 
they'll blame guns. Tomorrow, it'll be something 
else. 


women in Saudi Arabia, the 
only nation where women 
are still not allowed to drive, 
have been permitted to cast 
their first votes in the 
country's history, on the 
condition they drive to the 
polling stations in their own 
car accompanied by 72 
male relatives. 


Salma al-Rashed was the 
first woman to register to 
vote. "It felt really good," she 
told our reporter as she was 
dragged off by traffic police 
for infringing their strict no 
women driving laws. 


Someone should put 
a fatwa on Putin. Since he | 
Started bombing the shit out of | 


We now have a hydrogen 
bomb and are a credible nuclear 
power. If President Obama does 
not have a haircut like mine by 

lunchtime tomorrow we will 


AllabUBER ARBARBER! 


BRRR, IT'S 
COLD TONIGHT 


WELL YOU ARE 
DISGUSTINGLY DRESSED! 
IT IS IMMODEST! 


AS A WOMAN YOU 
SHOULD NOT BE 
OUT ALONE! 


ALLAHU AKBAR! | 
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The London Shariahbang by Noisykafir 


Recently the acclaimed 'Silk' actor, Frances 
Barber, appeared in Shariah court (the 
passenger seat of a charabanc pronounced 
shariahbang) AKA a London Uber cab. 


We've all heard terrible anecdotal tales of non- 
Muslims attempting to travel carrying alcohol, 
guide dogs or fornicating with a severed pig's 
head. But what was Ms Barber guilty of? The 
heinous crime of being a woman. Not only that, 
she was found guilty of being a woman, out 
alone, unchaperoned. 


YOU AIN'T. _ 
NO CAB DRIVER 
BRUVI 


Clearly a woman bereft of a man to give her 
morals, Ms Barber, dressed from head to foot 
entirely in black, did knowingly and deliberately 
provoke the driver by intending to travel with 
exposed hands and face. 


Her victim said he was suffering post traumatic 
stress and continued to see the disgustingly 
dressed woman in his mind's-eye as he was 
attempting to mount his wife. 

One can only weep for the man's sanity. 


Ms Barber will be sentenced on Friday. 


University Feminist And Gay Societies Stand In 'Solidarity' 
With Islamic Society That Hates Gays And Women 


By Liam Deacon 
Reporter @BreitbartLondon. Philosophy Grad. Classical liberal. Adversarial. 
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Since the Islamic Society (Isoc) at a London 
University coordinated a campaign of harassment 
to shut down a talk by an atheist ex-Muslim last 
week, the Feminist and LGBT societies have 
respectively declared their “solidarity” with the 
Islamists, despite the Isoc president making his 
opposition to gay and women’s rights very clear. 


Mariam Namazie (above left) is the founder and 
leader of the British Council of Ex-Muslims who 
started the successful #ExMuslimBecause 
hashtag that trended worldwide two weeks ago, 
subsequently to be attacked by the BBC. 


As Breitbart London reported, she gave a talk last 
Tuesday called “blasphemy and free speech in 
the age of ISIS” at Goldsmiths University, London, 
the previous stomping ground of ZKillAIIWhiteMen 
‘Welfare and Diversity’ officer Bahar Mustafa. 


Before the event, the Isoc used social media to 
claim the ex-Muslim speaker violated their “strict” 
safe space policy. 


Amob of male Islamists from the Isoc then showed 
up at the event. They sat at the front and 
aggressively heckled, shouting "safe space" and 
"she's talking rubbish", and eventually physically 
intervened to stop proceedings by switching off 
the power to a projector displaying her 
presentation. 


“We support them,” declared the Feminist society 
on Wednesday, “...condemning the actions of the 
Atheist, Secularist and Humanist Society and 
agree that hosting known islamophobes at our 
university creates a climate of hatred.” 


Two days later, the LGBTQ+ Society also 
announced its “solidarity” with the “brothers and 
sisters” of the Islamic society who had attempted 
to shut down the discussion, and its opposition to 
the Secular and Atheist society. 


“We condemn AHS and online supporters for their 
islamophobic remarks, attitudes, and 
harassment,” they wrote, adding: 


"If they feel intimidated, we urge them to look at 
the underpinnings of their ideology. We find that 
personal and social harm enacted in the name of 
free speech' is foul, and detrimental to the 
wellbeing of students and staff on campus." 


Rather ironically, Muhammed Patel the 
President Of Goldsmiths Islamic Society and 
believed to have been present at the talk — is 
openly and vocally opposed to equal rights for gays 
and women. 


On Twitter, (since made private) he has said that 
gay people cannot be Muslims, that he wants 
“fags... offmy timeline” and said women must wear 
the veil least they “fear Allah”. He has also called 
Israelis “pigs”. 


Muhammed 
These Jewish pailan i are pigs 


Мор е 
* Land 


Muhammed OMopey96 
® Ihis asifa has always p'd me off how can 
you be trying to justify why it's ok to be 
Muslim and gay #MuslimDragQueens 


ey96 


Muhammed 


society campaigned to stop him speaking at 
Goldsmiths in May, Mr. Patel promoted a petition 
defending free speech at universities. It reads: 


The LGBTI Society at Westminster University have 
started a campaign to stop Westminster Student 
Islamic Society holding an event on University 
Campus because they disagree with the speakers 
views. To stop someone merely speaking would 
set a dangerous precedent. 


Universities host many student societies that hold 
a diverse range of views. As long as speech is 
lawful, and does not promote criminality, British 
Universities must uphold the enshrined principle 
laid down in the Education act (1986) to promote 
free speech. 


і How some Hs fail to observe hijab and 
then try justify their sin is beyond me. It is 


fardh, fear ALLAH! 


On Facebook, Mr. Patel has gone to great lengths 
to defend the radical hate preacher Haitham al- 
Haddad, who has said the death sentence for 
apostasy (leaving Islam) “makes perfect sense" 
and said that Muslims should "be ready to pay the 
price for this victory from our blood". 


Mr. al-Haddad has also said deeply disparaging 
things about gay people, and when the LGBTQ+ 


It is unhelpful for any group to ask for favorable 
treatment. Societies can only progress when 
different views are debated without intimidation. 
Universities are the best institutions to foster this. 


His views appear to have changed somewhat in a 
year, as he works hard to defend his "favorable 
treatment" and attempts to silence those he 
disagrees with. 


И, ye been invited to speak 
at Safe Spaces University and I’ve 
told them to kiss my ass 


Sadly we now live 
in a world where people no N 
longer disagree and challenge, 
they move straight to being 
outraged and offended, usually 
on behalf of others that aren't 
outraged or offended 


Once the regressive lefty 
Offendotrons hear about it they 
will be all outraged on behalf on 
the winged horse and sun-setting- E | 


pond brigade апа call it racist да > 


because some of its followers 
ave brown skin 


— 


Probably a wise move qJ 
as you will undoubtedly be 1 
dis-invited once the PC drones 
and Offendotrons hear 
about it 


| understand Professor 
Dawkins has agreed to give 
a talk about the dangers of 
brainwashing kids into religious 
„ doctrines that dismiss science and 
reason because facts conflicts 
with their belief systems 


—_ | suspect they'll chuck in \ 
intolerant bigot for good measure, \ 


they usually do... May the 
Force be with him 


Renowned scientist Professor 
Richard Dawkins has today confirmed that he will 
give a talk at Safe Spaces University to share his views 
on the benefits that science and reason has over 
| superstition and myth. About time a brilliant 
Da rational mind gave them a taste of reality 


Renowned Islamophobe 
Richard Dawkins has today 
confirmed he intends to insult 
a billion and a half peace-loving 
Muslims by sharing his intolerant À 
\ bigoted views on their deepest A. 
held beliefs . 


SHOULD DAWKINS BE EXPELLED FROM 
UK AS AHATE PREACHER? - VOTE NOW 


| see Safe Spaces | ` 4) i Yes, apparently some 
y University cancelled Dawkins' \ | 2 flying horse and sun-setting- 
| appearance because of Audi | 2 ропа types were threatening 
concerns over safety 1 SN to behead him for blasphemy 
' and Allan Ackbar TV was 


It's pretty obvious 1 


that we now have de facto Y _ p S 3 They ve probably puta 


fatwa on his head for what 


blasphemy laws enforced \ 
i he didn’t even get to say 


by the threat of extreme А ү 
^ violence \ ' 


the interests of balance and to reduce the risk of being 
attacked for daring to invite Professor Dawkins, they will 


It is clear from reading 
the Quran that there is no 
compulsion in religion, so you 
are all free to choose your 
religion or even choose 
no religion 


be hosting a talk from Moe the Merciless who will be 


This is no problem at all, 
as long as you realise that it 
also tells me to slay the unbelievers, 
So if you don't choose Islam then I 
can choose to cut your head off and 
take you women as sex slaves ۾‎ 


Women that marry 
Women must stay at non Muslim men should be 
home, jump to the commands \ stoned to death, but a man can 
of men and as there is no such "ls" take an infidel wife and only men 
thing as marital rape, provide a can be granted a divorce. Oh, and 
sex upon demand, unless they | | almost forgot my personal 


want a good beating f favourite - men can marry, 
| molest and rape young girls 


Are you going А 225-4 j No, feminism doesn’t 
to speak up about & | Voy 1 apply to serious issues like Quran 
this outrageous | ; / endorsed inequality, misogyny, 
bollocks? XN Ў paedophilia and rape. It's far more 
— | کے‎ ONG, 4 important we make pariahs of 
jes ni scientists wearing shirts with cartoon 
women printed on them. 


This is a job for a man so I'll NS 

get a male feminist to speak } 

up, as Muslims are more likely Ё 
to listen to a man 


You're quite right 
Penny, we can't let him 
| for all this rape and misogyny | ] spew this bile without at 
endorsement? 2 least challenging 
| his views 


Now steady on old 
chap, I’m all for respecting 
your cultural traditions, but you 
have gone a little too far and I 
think you should retract 
and apologise 


Well.. Yes | am, 

if that's not too 

much of a micro 
aggression 


So let me get this 
straight, you are questioning 
the word of the one true God 

and his messenger? 


You have all learnt 
a valuable lesson today. Islam is 
an intolerant, uncompromising, 
totalitarian theocracy that under no 
circumstances tolerates being 
questioned 


С in good old Islamic fashion, Moe the Merciless 
beheaded a blasphemer live on stage today. World 
leaders are currently preparing their response. The 
bookies have already stopped taking bets on 
“Nothing to do with Islam" 


You ain't no Muslim Bruv 
А у 


We are getting some breaking news that 
Barack Obama and David Cameron today confirmed, to a 
live global audience, that the prophet of Islam and the author 
of the Quran, who is considered by 1.5 billion Muslims to be 
j the perfect Muslim, is not actually a Muslim at all — " ^73 


Today the pig dog ER 
infidels of the West insulted m7 by Does that mean we 
Moe the Merciless and declared med are now on two 
all out war against Islam Ша | Jihads against the 
triggering a global Jihad [ELO — 17 infidel pig dogs? 


1 Endorsing Hizb Ut-Tahrir 


у 


| know it is a cliché but can | begin by saying 
Australia's most recent terrorist attack has 
absolutely nothing to do with Islam? This has 
to be said, because again, we are being fed 
the same old propaganda. The Paramatta 
shooter was only 15, sohe couldn'tbe Islamic. 
He was a normal Кіа", а quiet kid. Ifthe mob's 
plea is anything to go by, it's as if Islam has 
somehow covertly introduced minimum age 
requirements. How can a 15 year old do such 
a thing? The notion that it is not uncommon 
to use young people to commit crimes seems 
to have passed them by. 


And he only dropped by the local mosque, to 
watch a ' fiery anti-western' sermon, pick up 
agun (allegedly) and change into Muslim garb, 
or "robes" (bcos we don't want to jump to 
conclusions, do we?). And who was giving a 
sermon that day? Hizb Ut-Tahrir. So, if 
terrorists are inspired by Hizb Ut-Tahrir, and 
this is nothing to do with Islam, then what are 
they doing preaching out of a Muslim mosque? 
It's baffling for sure! 


And sure, Hizb Ut-Tahrir are free to spout their 
delusional rot - as referenced by their hilarious 
Aussie constitution - on any democratic street 
cornerthey choose; perhaps it would be better 
if we all got to hear what they have to say. But 
out of the Paramatta mosque? Doesn't this 
suggest that the Muslim community are either 
endorsing their 'westernophobia' or at least 
providing a platform for it? And why won't Hizb 
Ut-Tahrir tell us what they were preaching that 
day? Is God a secret? 


There is a lot of talk about whether Muslims 
have sufficiently denounced terrorism. Yes 
they have - just not with the same degree of 
passion as anti-western protests. But | do 
understand why the cry of protest rarely 


amounts to more than a whisper. I'm not really 
prepared to take to the streets to denounce 
every killing committed by other atheists 
either. This is because my immediate thought 
is, that anybody choosing to kill in the name 
of atheism has misunderstood it, so it's 
nothing to do with me. There are many 
Muslims who feel just this way. 


On the other hand many of us feel that support 
for extremist groups is unacceptably high. 
Survey data would suggest that it is. | think 
the public really need to hear that violent 
Muslims are not supported by Muslim groups 
as a whole. But | don't need to, because | 
know actions speak louder than words. 


Since the shooting the chairman of Paramatta 
mosque, El-Komadi has come under a great 
deal of scrutiny. | wonder what his thoughts 
are on this. His message came across as a 
little confused though as he was a bit too busy 
kicking the camera man and telling him to eff- 
off. And the ensuing raids produced members 
of the public who also deemed it necessary 
to assault the film crew and call one a slut. 
Even the neighbours were upset enough at 
the injustice of it all to pelt eggs at the 
journalists. 


But the most astonishing thing of all was the 
founder of the Islamaphobia register, Mariam 
Veiszedeh (and her followers) defending the 
violence on the grounds 'she had a camera 
in her face'. Or the 'known Middle Eastern 
Crime gang' were being vilified. The cries of 
victimization on Mariam's timeline was live 
twitter comedy at its best. | couldn't help but 
wonder if drug boss, Carl Williams had been 
defended so avidly by the Muslim community 
and associated useful idiots. Of course not, 
since he isn't Muslim. But neither are the 
terrorists, | hear them say. Then why is the 


Muslim community defending them? The 
world has gone quite mad | tell you. 


Neil 
El-Kadomi 


We heard from the grand mufti -in Arabic. He 
blamed social media (even though the shooter 
had not touched it in two years). Oh, well. At 
least he didn't call Western women uncovered 
meat, like the last Grand Mufti. And we heard 
from El-Kadomi who said if you don't like 
Australia, then leave'. Funny thing is, when 
Woolworths tried to sell an Australia Day t- 
shirt with an almost identical message, 
Mariam Veiszedeh started a campaign and 
had Woolworths remove the t-shirt from the 
supermarket shelves for 'bigotry'. Ok. So if 
patriotic Australians are not allowed to ask 
people to love Australia or leave it, why is El- 
Kadomi allowed to say it? | don't consider 
myself a patriot, but | don't think it is too much 
to ask newAustralians to live somewhere else 
if they wish to harm us. 


The second message we got from El-Komedi 
- inbetween more live interviews involving him 
assaulting more people on camera - was the 
community needed more money. $45 million. 
Fair enough. We all know that whenever there 
is a problem with violence you pour money 
into prevention. And he made some most 
pleasing announcements about how those 
groups who do not 'respect Australian values 
would be expelled from the Paramatta mosque 
because it is a place of worship, not a place 
of politics. Excellent words. So when will we 
see hizb Ut-Tahrir get their marching orders 
then? 


The Paramatta shooter attended a Hizb Ut- 
Tahrir lecture on the day of the shooting. He 
may have gota gun at the same mosque. So 
if Islamic anti-Western political groups like 
Hizb Ut-Tahrir are preaching from Paramatta 
mosque who gives them permission? El- 
Kadomi? Just asking, because | would have 
thought he could kick them out for free. 
Terrorist expert Anne Ally has pointed outthat 
this group are 'complicit in the radicalization 
of young men'. So, in a free country, we do 
not need to ban them. We need to publicly 
dissociate with them, not invite them to the 
mosque or have them address public Muslim 
protests as is all too frequently the case. 


Even if the kid wasn't influenced by them it's 
still a strong symbolic move that would 
improve the reputations of the other half a 
million Muslims wholive here. How much does 
it cost to email Hizb Ut-Tahrir and explain that 
since they don't represent Islam, perhaps they 
should hire the City Hall like everyone else? 
I'm pretty sure this would cost a lot less than 
$45 million. In fact, the notion of leading by 
example is a cheap and fairly equally agreed 
upon concept, don't you think? So what are 
we waiting for? You are talking the talk. Let's 
see if you can walk the walk. 


The apologists for Hizb Ut-Tahrir have views 
that are simply not welcome here in the light 
of what has happened. And | have been 
disappointed at the lack of quality in Muslim 
community leaders such as The Grand Mufti, 
El-Kamodi and Veiszadeh who have shown 
little back bone where the group are 
concerned. Are these 3 really the best we can 
do? One community leader appeared on a 
prime time current affairs show and tried to 
liken Hizb Ut-Tahrir to a prominent right wing 
columnist. To his credit, the interviewer ended 
itin disgust. I think if he had been close enough 
he would have spat on him. Fair shake of the 
sauce bottle buddy. I’m not a fan of the 
columnist either, but unlike Hizb Ut-Tahrir, 
I've never heard him call for a jihad on 
anybody. And let's face it; | don't think they 
were calling for an 'inner struggle' against the 
Jews. 


When the Bali bombing 
happened | was a new atheist 
and | was transformed into an 
anti Muslim bigot and a racist. 

This means that all new 
atheists must be anti Muslim 

bigots and racists, because 
they criticise Islam 


When new atheists 
criticise Islam | must leap to 
the defence of the poor 
defenceless Muslims because 
they have brown skin and 
racism of lower expectations 
is a badge of honour for me 


| stereotype 
Christians as white and 
Muslims as brown so when 
new atheists object to the FGM, 
forced marriage, honour killings, 
misogyny and homophobia in 
Islam, they don't really find it 
abhorrent, it's just a mask for 
their bigotry and racism 
towards brown people 


Cadalgt 


Sometimes it’s difficult to 
identify the racism and bigotry 
of new atheists so | have to 
conflate criticism of Islam and 
Muslims and apply false 
equivalency to highlight the 
threat of new atheism 


It’s obvious to me and many 
others that new atheism is a threat 
to the world and it’s just a matter of 

time before either Sam Harris or 
Richard Dawkins post a tweet that 
provokes millions of new atheists to 
rise up and massacre millions of 
Muslims in what will be known as 
the new atheist genocide 


SSS‏ ^ کہ 
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MSNBC host Melissa Harris Perry, complained on Saturday that 
Star Wars is racist because Darth Vader looks like a black guy. 


"I know why І have feelings, good, bad and otherwise ...| spent the talking about 
the Darth Vader situation. The part where he was totally a black guy, whose name was 
basically James Earl Jones. While he was black he was terrible and bad, awful and cut off 


white men's hand, and didn't actually claim his son. But as soon as he claims his son, goes 
over to the good, takes off his mask and he is white. Yes, | have many feelings about that." 


Pat Condell - The Rape of Sweden 


Website: www.patcondell.net Twitter: @patcondell 


John Oliver - Paris Attacks Brick Vader. Snatch Wars (Snatch Vs Star Wars). 
Don't take on France in a war on culture and With imminent release of the new Star Wars 
lifestyle - you're fucked!!! 


movie, we thought a quick flashback would 
remind us where we left off. 


l'd hate to be ( 
thrown off a roof. 
| mean, imagine 
if | landed on 
this face? 


"т a Gay Man and Mass Muslim 
Immigration Terrifies Ме 


by MILO YIANNOPOULOS - Published by Breitbart. 


By Charlie Klendjian 
Former Secretary of the Lawyers' Secular Society 


You know you've made it when a well-known 
journalist devotes an entire article to you. 


Unfortunately I'm still waiting for that moment 
so until then ГЇЇ have to satisfy myself with this 
piece about me on the "Ceasefire" website 
written by Hilary Aked, a qualified journalist and 
PhD student researching the "UK pro-Israel 
lobby" (Israel being that sole, wretched, secular 
liberal democracy in the madness of the Middle 
East which is surrounded by countries and 
terrorist organisations hell-bent on wiping it off 
the map, in the name of nothing do with Islam. 
But I digress.) 


I was fighting the urge to respond, especially 
after my friend Anne Marie Waters had done 
such a fine job of dismembering a piece Aked 
had written about her at the beginning of the 
year. You can read more about their exchange 
on the Harry's Placewebsite and you can judge 
for yourself who came off better. 


But as you have probably gathered by now, in 
the end I just couldn't resist the temptation to 
swat away Aked's latest piece of homework. I 
alsofeltIshould exercise my right to speak about 
Islam whilst that right still exists, theoretically. 


(And bythe way, I also recommend this excellent 
piece by Sam Westrop: "The New Racists? David 
Miller, Hilary Aked, Kevin MacDonald".) 


Dear Ms Aked 


Istand by everything I have said. Iwill notretract 
what I have said and nor will I apologise to you 
or anyone else who chooses to be upset by any 
words, opinions or facts they don't like. If you 
don'tlike any words Ihave said then stop reading 
or listening to them; it's fairly simple really. 


I stand by everything I have said apart from my 


condemnation at the Speakers Corner event of 
"sharia welfare in controlled councils". These 
words don't make any sense because I fluffed 
my lines. It happens to the best of us. 


I was meant to be expressing my concern that 
a British school had based its child welfare policy 
on sharia. Assuming like me you care for the 
well-being of children then you can read more 
about that particular multiculturalism horror 
show here (warning: make sure none of your 
far-left or anti-Semitic (sorry, "anti-Zionist") 
friends see you click on a Daily Mail link because 
they might accuse you of being a racist 
nationalist ISlamophobic xenophobic capitalist 
Zionist imperialist bigoted colonialist right-wing 
Tory). 


Are you at all concerned that a school in the 
United Kingdom made its child welfare policy 
sharia-compliant? Or are you more concerned 
that people like me are extremely concerned 
about that and seek to bring it to public 
attention? 


May I propose something? If you have not 
already done so, please take the time to visit 
Speakers Corner in London to see just what an 
unpleasant and physically intimidating 
environment it is for anyone who dares to 
challenge sharia. 


If you had included in your piece a link to the 
full video of the Speakers Corner event, with all 
the speakers, your readers would also have 
heard a speech by a brave young Muslim lady 
who agreed to speak at that event, and whomI 
am in awe of. Your readers would have seen this 
brave lady sadly cut short her talk (8min 30sec) 
about her backstreet, caustic soda sharia divorce 
because she was crying so much. 


Why didn't you use the video which included the 
Muslim speaker? Was it too inconvenient? Don't 
you have any sympathy with her? 


Sadly, a number of Muslim men in the crowd weren't 
at all concerned about the dreadful experiences of 
their fellow Muslim because they were too busy 
repeatedly calling people “racist” and 
"Islamophobic" (more about “Islamophobia” later), 
in the style of a parrot. They were also more 
interested in mocking the appearance of the brave 
Muslim lady who was recounting her terrible 
experiences whilst struggling to hold back her tears 
than they were in offering her any kind of support 
or sympathy. 


In the video that you did link to in your piece, 
you would also have heard one of the speakers - 
awhite, English atheistwhowas constantly being 
called “racist” by Muslims in the crowd - explain 
(9min 15sec) how she had taken into her house 
a Somali Muslim who was living in fear of death 
for defying her own family. You would have 
heard her explain why that poor Somali lady's 
fellow Muslims, from Pakistan, didn't want to 
take her in to their house: it was because they 
didn't want to share with a Somali. Quick-fire 
question: in this story, who's the racist? 


If you had attended the event you would also 
have seen a young Muslim man who was very 
supportive of what we were saying and who we 
encouraged to step up to formally address the 
crowd himself. Sadly he didn't want to do that 
because he felt too intimidated - not by us, but 
by his fellow Muslims. The organisation Hate 
Not Hope, I mean Hope Not Hate, portrayed this 
very friendly encounter in their recent report as 
me and others "confronting a Muslim who 
objected to their speeches" (page 17). That was 
a vicious and defamatory lie, as was much else 
in that "report". 


And had you been there on the day you would also 
haveseen anumber of young Muslim men "accuse" 
me of being Jewish and "accuse" me of drinking 
alcohol. I am not Jewish, but ао drink alcohol (ice- 
cold Keo beer from Cyprus, if you're buying). 


At the time of writing, being Jewish or drinking 
alcohol are perfectly legitimate endeavours in 
an advanced, civilised, western secular 
democracy likethe United Kingdom, butin many 
Islamic states they would pass for extreme 
sports. Having a pintin an Islamic state can even 
give a new meaning to the phrase "going on the 
lash"(relax: I've linked to The Guardian this time, 
just for you). 


And had you been there on the day you would 
alsohaveseenmeaskanumberofyoung Muslim 
men if I should be killed for drawing a picture 
of Mohammed. Strangely enough, considering 
this is such a simple question (well it is to me), 
I didn't get very simple answers. Some of them 
told me it was "complicated". Do you think the 
question of whether someone deserves death 
for drawing a cartoon is "complicated" too, Ms 
Aked? 


And had you been there on the day you would 
also have seen a couple of young Muslim men 
very subtly but not completely accidentally 
brushtheirshoulderagainstmine asthey walked 
past me. 


I hope I have managed to paint a colourful 
canvass of a very action-packed Sunday 
afternoon in Hyde Park. It was sure livelier than 
sitting on the sofa and watching Songs of Praise. 
I imagine that absolutely nothing I have 
described to you about Speakers Corner bothers 
you in the slightest because as far as I can see, 
you have chosen to expend significant energy 
challenging those who challenge sharia rather 
than those who advocate and practise it. 

If you were at all concerned for the welfare of 
Muslims - and I am, which is why I choose to 
incur a non-trivial security risk as well as 
perpetual character assassination for speaking 
out against sharia (feel free at this point to call 
me racist, patronising names like “white 
saviour”) - then you would actively challenge 
sharia yourself. You would actively challenge 
blasphemy and apostasy codes; you would make 
it as easy as possible to talk about Islam rather 
than as difficult as possible; and you would 
readily acknowledge the awkward, narrative- 
busting fact that the greatest threat to Muslims 
is sharia and other Muslims (closely followed by 
apologists for sharia and those who makeittheir 
life's work to try and shut down discussion). 


Congratulations on shoe-horning a mention of 
the evil Norwegian mass-murdering terrorist 
Anders Breivik into your piece. It's almost like 
you were suggesting there might be some form 
of connection between Breivik and me on the 
basis that monster spoke about Islam and so do 
I. Perhaps this is what passes for "investigative 
journalism" these days? 


Well allow me to undertake a little "investigative 


Well allow me to undertake a little "investigative 
journalism" of my own. Bear with me because I don't 
have any formal qualifications in this area. I'm always 
keen to develop new skills though. I'm a really fast 
learner. 


I notice from your Twitter profile picture that 
you wear clothes. Are you aware that Adolf Hitler 
also wore clothes? 


Other unpleasant individuals who have worn 
clothes includeJoseph Goebbels, Josef Mengele, 
Josef Stalin, Pol Pot, Kim Jong-un ("Crazy Kim"), 
Emperor Palpatine, Saddam Hussein, Dirty Den, 
Col. Muammar Gaddafi, Bashar al-Assad, Idi 
Amin, and - to come full circle - Anders Breivik. 
I have now established a clear connection 
between you and Anders Breivik. Will you now 
write a piece about yourself, asking yourself to 
retract your clothes, asking yourself to apologise 
for wearing clothes, and asking yourself to 
disassociate from yourself? 


You have expressed concern that I may have 
breached the criminal law. Breaching the 
criminal law is of course a very serious matter. 
If you believe that I or anyone else has 
committed a crime then the sensible thing to do 
isreportyourconcernstothelocal constabulary. 
In a democracy the law is enforced by the police. 
If you believe the matter is an emergency there 
is even a free telephone number you can ring. 
Most children of kindergarten age know this 
number: it is 999. 


Finally, I must echo Anne Marie's sentiments in 
asking - 5096 out of genuine bewilderment and 
5096 out of sheer head-banging exasperation - 
why you don't condemn the same Jew-hating, 
gay-hating, apostate-hating,  infidel-hating, 
women-enslaving, vagina-butchering, 
Holocaust-denying, sharia-advocating, 
theocracy-implementing, —freedom-crushing, 
democracy-overthrowing people that we 
condemn. Is it because you agree with them 
and/or wish to make allies with them? Or is it 
because you are scared of them? If the former, 
I find that stomach-churning. If the latter, I find 
that understandable but I politely suggest you 
at least pluck up the moral courage to admit 
your fear. 


And as Sam Westrop mentioned in his piece, can 
I ask why you call moderate Muslims "native 


informants"? Whose side are you on? 


Iwon't answer all the questions you emailed me 
because a) I can't be bothered, b) I don't 
particularly like you, c) I don't owe you any 
explanations, and d) this piece is long enough 
already and I now risk boring my readers, but 
being a kind-hearted young man I will answer a 
few questions you had previously put to me. 


Who funds the LSS? 


As you know, I recently left the LSS, primarily 
because of the security consequences to me of 
being associated with the now-cancelled 
Mohammed cartoon exhibition (I'm feeling a bit 
better now, thanks for asking. I really appreciate 
your concern.) 


In any case, it'S none of your business who funds 
the LSS. But Il give you some clues: it's notAnjem 
Choudary, Lutfur Rahman, George Galloway, 
Hope Not Hate, Hamas, or any of Osama bin 
Laden's wives. 


But seriously, and childish quips aside, there's 
absolutely no need for you to lose sleep: the LSS 
is not funded by "Zionist" bankers, Mossad, or 
Benjamin Netanyahu either. 


Who funds Sharia Watch UK? 


Dunno. SWUK is a completely separate 
organisation to the LSS. Who funds it is none of 
my business. 


What's your association with SWUK? 


Because I am lucky to have a brain which is in 
more or less full working order, Isupport S:WUK's 
stated objective of seeking “to document the 
advance of sharia law in Britain, the methods by 
which this advancement occurs, and the groups 
and organisations which promote it”. 


Iamalsoonrecordas speaking at SWUK’s launch 
in the House of Lords and contributing to their 
launch report. 


Given sharia’s truly dreadful human rights 
record and its incompatibility with the European 
Convention on Human Rights (as determined by 
the highest court in our land, the then House 
of - and probably many children - should be 


Lords), I happen to think that every sane adult — 
and probably many children — should be able to 
support SWUK's stated objective too. 


This doesn't mean | agree with every single 
SWUK dot, comma and apostrophe, past present 
and future. There are plenty of organisations | 
give my overall support to, such as Index on 
Censorship, the Guild of Fine Chocolate, the 
Royal Society for the Prevention of Accidents, 
and the English Tiddlywinks Association (ETWA), 
without agreeing with every single thing they do, 
or even knowing every single thing they do, or 
knowing who gives them the folding stuff. 


What's yourassociation withAnne Marie Waters? 


You're sounding like an ex-wife now. You must 
be the jealous type. 


Anne Marie is a very good friend. | respect her 
willingness to observe and state facts about Islam 
in the face of physical danger and incessant 
smearing. 


What is your understanding of the term 
“Islamophobia” and what is your position on it? 
Finally, a good question. How long have you got? 
РІ be brief, ish. 


"Islamophobia" is a sinister, intimidating and 
career-threatening political term designed to shut 
down discussion of Islam by equating scrutiny of 
a set of ideas (Islam) with racism/discrimination/ 
hatred towards Muslims (the latter being immoral 
and often unlawful, and which | condemn 
unreservedly). 


In the UK, if I criticise Islam or sharia, or if | sketch 
a cartoon of a gentleman with a beard and | give 
him the name “Mohammed”, | will be summarily 
convicted of “Islamophobia”. 


But if | board an aeroplane from Heathrow to 
Saudi Arabia and then | do precisely the same 
things whilst standing on the tarmac in the lovely 
Riyadh sunshine there's a realistic possibility I'll 
be accused not of "Islamophobia" but of 
blasphemy, and that ГЇЇ be executed — not by a 
deranged and bloodthirsty lone wolf but by the 
full force of the Saudi state machinery 
implementing its depraved sharia law. 


“Islamophobia” is а grown-up word for 
blasphemy, but if sharia addicts and their 
appeasing apologists went around the UK 
accusing people of blasphemy they wouldn’t be 
taken very seriously, would they? Why? Because 
blasphemy was wiped off our statute books in 
2008 (thank God). So the addicts and apologists 
need another word to cower people into silence. 


Step forward. ..“Islamophobia’. 


The term “Islamophobia” represents a very 
successful attempt to fuse together ideaswith 
people in order to equate criticism of ideas with 
the infringement of people’s rights. 


There’s a problem here, though, and it’s a rather 
ginormous one: rights aren't forideas, they're for 
actual human beings. If | criticise or ridicule a 
political party's policy X, | am in no way infringing 
the rights of its supporters, and nor does it follow 
that all its supporters necessarily endorse that 
policy. Sadly, many people, and my guess is that 
you are one of them, will not apply this simple 
reasoning to Islam. Hence this dumb word used 
by dumb people, “Islamophobia”. 


| hope this answers your question. And | hope | 
haven't said anything blasphemous, | mean 
Islamophobic, in this answer. 


With very best wishes. 


Charlie Klendjian 
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electric chair is working working 
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In Islam, do women | should 
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If Allah is all knowing 
and wise, why do you insist 
on hacking off women's 
genitals? 
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Can you 
prove Allah 
exists? 


Can you 
prove he 
doesn't? 
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"Pe removing a lifetime of religious indoctrination. | 
Whilst science in this instance has been 
unable to find a cure for religion, it's 


been a lot of fun trying. 


Originally published in BREITBART 


Pamela Geller is the President of the American Freedom 
Defense Initiative (AFDI) and publisher of PamelaGeller.com. 
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In the wake of ће San Bernardino jihad 
slaughter, Obama's jihad denial took a 
malevolent and tyrannical turn. The day 
after a horrific ISIS rampage, Obama's 
Attorney General, Loretta Lynch, pledged 
to an Islamic supremacist lobbying group 
that she would prosecute anyone who 
used "anti-Muslim" rhetoric. 


Lynch declared: "When we talk about the 
First Amendment we [must] make it clear 
that actions predicated on violent talk are 
not American. They are not who we are, 
they are not what we do, and they will be 
prosecuted. My message not just to the 
Muslim community but to all Americans is: 
we cannot give in to the fear that these 
backlashes are really based on." 


If Lynch is serious in prosecuting hate 
speech, then she will have to start closing 
down mosques and banning the Quran. 
She wants to restrict the FirstAmendment 
soastocurb "actions predicated on violent 
talk?" Then she should ban this "violent 
talk": 


And slay them wherever you come upon 
them, and expel them from where they 
expelled you; persecutionis more grievous 
than slaying. But fight them not by the Holy 
Mosque until they should fight you there; 
then, if they fight you, slay them — such 
is the recompense of unbelievers, but if 
they give over, surely Allah is All-forgiving, 
All-compassionate. Fight them, till there is 
no persecution and the religion is Allah's; 
then if they give over, there shall be no 
enmity save for evildoers. (Quran 
2:191-193) 


Men are the managers of the affairs of 
women for that Allah has preferred in 
bounty one of them over another, and for 
that they have expended of their property. 
Righteous women are therefore obedient, 
guarding the secret for Allah’s guarding. 
And those you fear may be rebellious 
admonish; banish them to their couches, 
and beat them. (Quran 4:34) 


They wish that you should disbelieve as 
they disbelieve, and then you would be 
equal; therefore take not to yourselves 
friends of them, until they emigrate in the 
way of Allah; then, if they turn their backs, 
take them, and slay them wherever you 
find them; take not to yourselves any one 
of them as friend or helper. (Quran 4:89) 


This is the recompense of those who fight 
against Allah and His Messenger, and 
hasten about the earth, to do corruption 
there: they shall be slaughtered, or 
crucified, or their hands and feet shall 
alternately be struck off; or they shall be 
banished from the land. That is a 
degradation for them in this world; and in 
the world to come awaits them a mighty 
chastisement. (Quran 5:33) 


When thy Lord was revealing to the angels, 
"| am with you; so confirm the believers. | 
shall cast into the unbelievers' hearts 
terror; so smite above the necks, and smite 
every finger of them! (Quran 8:12) 


Make ready for them whatever force and 
strings of horses you can, to strike terror 
inthe enemy of Allah and your enemy, and 


others besides them that you know not; Allah 
knows them. And whatsoever you expend in 
the way of Allah shall be repaid you in full; 
you will not be wronged. (Quran 8:60) 


Then, when the sacred months are drawn 
away, slay the idolaters wherever you find 
them, and take them, and confine them, and 
lie in wait for them at every place of ambush. 
But if they repent, and perform the prayer, 
and pay the alms, then let them go their way; 
Allah is All-forgiving, All-compassionate. 
(Quran 9:5) 


Fight those who believe not in Allah and the 
Last Day and do not forbid what Allah and 
His Messenger have forbidden — such men 
as practise not the religion of truth, being of 
those who have been given the Book — until 
they pay the tribute out of hand and have 
been humbled. (Quran 9:29) 


Allah has bought from the believers their 
selves and their possessions against the gift 
of Paradise; they fight in the way of Allah; 
they kil, and are killed; that is a promise 
binding upon Allah in the Torah, and the 
Gospel, and the Koran; and who fulfils his 
covenant truer than Allah? So rejoice in the 
bargain you have made with Him; that is the 
mighty triumph. (Quran 9:111) 


O believers, fight the unbelievers who are 
near to you; and let them find in you a 
harshness; and know that Allah is with the 
godfearing. (Quran 9:123) 


When you meet the unbelievers, smite their 
necks, then, when you have made wide 
slaughter among them, tie fast the bonds; 
then setthem free, either by grace orransom, 
till the warlays down its loads. So it shall be; 
and if Allah had willed, He would have 
avenged Himself upon them; butthat He may 
try some of you by means of others. And 
those who are slain in the way of Allah, He 
will not send their works astray. (Quran 47:4) 


WhenLynch made her revolting statement, the 
bodies were still warm in San Bernardino. 
Eyewitnesses inside the conference room at 
the center described the scene as "surreal": "It 
was unspeakable the carnage that we were 
seeing. ... There were victims who were clearly, 
obviously deceased outside of the conference 
room. To be honest, it was a little surreal. You 

train for it and you know your job is dealing in 
reality. . .but! did the job | was supposed to do — 
- go in there." The eyewitness recalled that the 
faces of the survivors showed “pure panic.” 


Yet when she spoke to the 10th Anniversary 
Dinner of Muslim Advocates, the group that got 
the Obama administration to scrub all counter- 
terror training materials of any mention of jihad 
and Islam, Lynch said that her “greatest fear” 
was the “incredibly disturbing rise ofanti-Muslim 
rhetoric’ in America. 


After jinad attacks in Garland, Chattanooga, 
Boston, Fort Hood, the University of California 
Merced, and now San Bernardino, that’s the 
take-away. Jihad slaughter is Obama’s clarion 
Call to impose the blasphemy laws under the 
sharia (Islamic law). Lynch said: “The fear that 
you have just mentioned is in fact my greatest 
fear as a prosecutor, as Someone whois sworn 
to the protection of all of the American people, 
which is that the rhetoric will be accompanied 
by acts of violence.” Lynch has also called on 
Muslim parents to contact her if their children 
are bullied in school —that's just grooming more 
Clockmeds. 


Loretta Lynch said that the San Bernardino 
jihad attack gave hera ^wonderful opportunity." 
Shesaid, “We're atthe pointwherethese issues 
have come together really like never before in 
law enforcement thought and in our nation's 
history and it gives us a wonderful opportunity 
and a wonderful moment to really make 
significant change." 


"A wonderful opportunity?" To impose the 
sharia. 


“All I want for Christmas 
is my two front teeth” 


Lee Rigby's killer, Michael Adebolajo, is suing the Prison 
Service after having his front teeth knocked out in jail. 


You stupid infidel 
taxpayers have funded my 
legal aid, you've funded all my 
dental work, the least you can do 
is stump up again with a bit of 
compensation for all 

my suffering... 
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ISIS incurred the wrath & 
of David Cameron recently, ' 
butnotbyslaughtering | 
civilians. They banned his 
favourite past time, 


pig shagging 


Hitch: OK here is starter for 10. In fairytales what is t 
method by which poor people can rise to become rich beyond their 
wildest dreams? 


Hitch: OK Diane, you now have a series of questions just for you. 
How does Britain end austerity and reduce the deficit at the same 
time? 


Hitch: How do you increase funding to the NHS without significantly 


increasing the burden on taxpayers? 
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BUZZZ Corbynites Abbott: Grow a magic money tree in 
your garden & wait for spring so you can pick off all the 
lovely free bank notes. Hitch: That's right & ten points 


Grow a magic money tree in your garden & wait for spring 
So you can pick off all the lovely free bank notes. 


Grow a magic money tree in your garden & wait for spring 
50 you can pick off all the lovely free bank notes. 


Hitch: OK next question which is open to everyone. How would one | | BUZZZ Tories Dave: Get hundreds of thousands of Tories 


go about guaranteeing a monumental landslide General Election to pay three quid and vote for Jeremy Corbyn as Leader 
victory in 2020? of the Labour Party? Hitch: That's right & ten points 


TC 


Hitch: OK next or end nt Howed BUZZZ Tories IDS: Force tens of thousands of seriously 
ИИО peter ыды Isa MU ан ill people back to work and hope loads of them die on the 
significantly reduce the welfare bill? 


Hitch: OK next question, which is again open to everyone. What is 
the primary cause of paedophilia? 


BUZZZ Corbynites Watson: Tories! 
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Hosted by Christopher Hitchens 
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Merchandise from the new Vive Charlie Online Shop 
| Үү Wishlist» Y ~ 


Tap Men» Women vx Accessories v 


Men's Racer Back Vest 


Men's Premium T-Shirt 


Men's T-Shirt 


Women's T-Shirt Women's Premium T-Shirt Women' Premium T-Shirt 


Unisex Premium Contrast Colour Men's Premium Contrast Colour Hoodie 


Men's Premium Long Sleeve T-Shirt Men's Premium Tank Top 


Baseball cap 


Women's Premium Long Sleeve T-Shirt Women's Premium Tank Top 


The current war on freedom of 
speech and expression, by those 
that want to ban freedom оЁ 
speech and expression, as it 
upsets their delicate sensitivities, 
is at a critical point. Blasphemy 
laws are at the core of sharia law, 
iF we allow one, it's inevitable that 
the other will follow. Our core 
values are literally hanging by a 
thread and people need to stand 
up and be vocal about the things 
they currently take for granted. 


Moe has only gained N 
150 followers in 10 years апа \ 


| has started getting desperate. He ] 
killed a dude in a raid a few 


Islam is supposed 
to be the religion of peace. 
Send a text telling him that 
he is not to kill anyone 


LOL, Allan and p 
Bernard still don't realise I've 
stolen Gabriel's phone. l'll tell 

Moe to fight until everyone 
prays to Allan 
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Quran 8:39 я 
Fight them until ox >> ~ д А . 
there is по fitnah and S 3 =o we ALLAN ACKBAR!!! 
until the religion, ай T / 
of it, is for Allan 


THE ISLAMIC STATE 


My l mam gave me | 
this. It's a talking puppet. 
Like Basil Brush, but just / 

the one 'Boom.' 
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exceptions for 
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you. What are the / 
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UNTIL A VILLAGE IN KENYA GETS ITS IDIOT BACK 


Had a hard day beheading infidels? Not sure if video games are haram? 
11 


Relax with a Quran approved game straight from Mecca - "Rock the Hussy". 


Play as a holy man and carry out the holy mission: Stone the immodest girls 
whilst avoiding harming the good subjugated Muslim women in burkas. 
What could be more holy? May your violent God go with you. 


